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1.  Project Overview

1.1 Introduction

On behalf of the Massachusetts Port Authority (Massport), Foth Infrastructure & Environment, LLC (Foth)
is submitting an Expanded Environmental Notification Form (EENF) in accordance with the Massachusetts
Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (M.G.L. c. 30, ss. 61-62L) and its associated regulations (301 CMR 11.00).
Massport is proposing to remove the deteriorated piles, timber pier, and bulkhead located at 1257 & 1263
Saratoga Street in Boston, Massachusetts (Parcel IDs 0104411002 & 0104412000, respectively), stabilize
the shoreline with a revetment, and establish approximately 21,890 square feet (sf) of coastal resource
area (the Project). The Project will focus on restoring the site and creating new coastal resource area both
within the footprint of the former pier and landward of it. By implementing these measures, the Project will
enhance coastal resource areas and improve the overall resilience of the site and surrounding area. This
EENF and supporting narrative describes the Project and its alternatives, and assesses its potential
environmental impacts and mitigation measures, as described in 307 CMR 11.05(5). Figure 1 below shows
an aerial view of the Project site. Attachment C includes existing site conditions photographs.

Proposed Saratoga
Street Shoreline
Restaration

Belle Isle Inlet

“Boston Logan Airport

¥
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e LM A
Figure 1: Aerial View of the Project Site

1.2 Purpose and Need

The proposed work aims to significantly improve conditions on the site by addressing several key issues.
The surrounding community has been advocating for the removal of the visibly deteriorating timber pier,
which is no longer in use. This Project will remove the deteriorated pier structure, pilings, and bulkhead,
stabilize the shoreline, and establish coastal habitat at the site. These efforts aim to improve the
surrounding environment and provide mitigation for impacts related to the Boston Logan Airport
Runway 27 End Runway Safety Area Improvements Project (Runway 27 RSA Project). The Runway 27 RSA
Project is required to meet the Runway Safety Area (RSA) design criteria outlined in the Federal Aviation
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Administration’s (FAA's) Advisory Circular 150/5300-13B, Airport Design’, and to improve rescue access
during emergencies. Given Boston Logan Airport’s location, surrounded on three sides by Boston Harbor,
any RSA improvements require work in marine intertidal and subtidal areas. Massport collaborated closely
with the FAA on the conceptual design to minimize impacts, but no feasible alternatives met both FAA
safety requirements and avoided marine resource areas.

The Runway 27 RSA Project began the MEPA review process with an ENF filing in August 2021.
On January 30, 2023, the Secretary issued a Certificate on the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for
the project (EEA# 16433), confirming its compliance with MEPA regulations. During the review, Massport
received detailed input on mitigating permanent impacts to Land Under Ocean and Coastal Beach (mudflat)
resource areas related to the RSA improvements.

Massport selected the Project site due to its proximity to Logan International Airport, as directed by the
Secretary’s Certificate. The Project will ensure the replacement and restoration of intertidal wetlands
affected by the installation of piles and egress ramps for the Runway 27 RSA Project. Additionally, a
mitigation fee was provided to the Division of Marine Fisheries (DMF) to support off-site restoration efforts.

In addition to providing mitigation, the Project offers significant benefits by creating additional coastal
resource area and protecting existing ones, along with adjacent public infrastructure. Designed to
withstand 100-year storm events, the Project will provide long-term protection against severe storms,
create and protect coastal resource areas, and contribute to sustainable environmental management and
enhance resilience for the surrounding area.

1.3 Existing Conditions

The approximately 1.48-acre Project site (approximately 64,494 sf) has been owned by Massport since
2008, and is currently undeveloped land, which is fenced and secured due to its location beneath a runway
approach to Boston Logan Airport. Due to aviation operations and state and federal security restrictions,
there is no public access to the site. The site has been previously occupied by a lumber yard, boat yard, and
contractor's yard. The site currently contains a deteriorated timber wharf structure fronting an
approximately 175 feet (ft) of deteriorated timber bulkhead. The site is otherwise undeveloped. The
community has expressed interest in having the timber pier removed due to its condition. Attachment C
includes existing site conditions photographs.

Coastal resource areas defined by the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act (MA WPA) at the site
include Land Under Ocean, Land Containing Shellfish (Shellfish Suitability Area), Land Subject to Coastal
Storm Flowage, Coastal Beach, Coastal Bank, and Rocky Intertidal Shore. The Project site is located in Zone
AE (El. +12 NAVD88) according to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance
Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel Number 25025C0038J, effective March 16, 2016 (see Attachment D).

Review of the most up to date Natural Heritage & Endangered Species Program (NHESP) mapping viewer
(August 1,2021) indicated there are no Priority or Estimated Habitats of rare or endangered species located
within the Project site. Based on the most current available information provided by the MA GIS database
and confirmed by visual inspection, there is no eelgrass located within or in the vicinity of the Project site.

The approximately 40-ft northern edge of the site is retained by a granite stone seawall. The timber
bulkhead is in critical condition with very advanced deterioration and breakage which has resulted in
localized failure(s) of structural components. It appears that there has been backfilling of the bulkhead with
crushed stone and filter fabric as well as minor repairs where steel plate was installed within the bulkhead
structure. To support the design process, a geotechnical investigation was conducted in the spring of 2024
and supplemental soil analytical sampling was conducted in the fall of 2025 to assess the subsurface

1 U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration, Advisory Circular 150/5300-13B, Airport Design, March 31, 2022.
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conditions of the site in the vicinity of the pier structure, pilings, and bulkhead. GEI Consultants (GEI),
serving as the Licensed Site Professional (LSP), oversaw the geotechnical and soil analytical exploration
program conducted in spring 2024 and fall of 2025.

A portion of the site has been assigned the MassDEP Release Tracking Number (RTN) 3-28293 due to
elevated concentrations of volatile petroleum hydrocarbons (VPH), extractable petroleum hydrocarbons
(EPH), and metals in soil on the upland portion of the site and elevated levels of EPH, polychlorinated
biphenyls (PCBs), and metals in mudflat sediment. The upland portion of the site was closed with a Partial
Class B-2 Response Action Outcome (RAO) Statement (Permanent Solution) in June 2014, while the
mudflat portion remains open under a Partial Class C-1 RAO (Temporary Solution), which was submitted in
December 2013.

In June 2014, GEI completed a Method 3 Risk Characterization in accordance with 310 CMR 40.0900 to
assess the potential risks to health, safety, public welfare, and the environment from soil and groundwater
contamination within a portion of the upland area of the site. GEI concluded that this portion of the site
poses No Significant Risk (NSR) with the implementation of an Activity and Use Limitation (AUL). The AUL
allows for commercial and industrial activities and uses of the upland portion of the site, as well as passive
recreational activities. It restricts use of the site as a residence, school, or childcare center and prevents
agricultural activity or the construction of a playground, playing fields, or other facilities that may be used
for active recreational activities. The AUL requires preparation and implementation of a Soil Management
Plan and a Health & Safety Plan prior to any construction activities, and LSP oversight. These protocols will
be followed throughout the Project's development, and the work will be conducted as a Release Abatement
Measure (RAM) under the Massachusetts Contingency Plan (MCP; 310 CMR 40.0440).

1.4 Proposed Improvements

The proposed work includes the removal of the existing timber pier, pilings, and bulkhead to one foot below
the mudline, the restoration of Coastal Beach within the footprint of the existing pier, and coastal
restoration landward of the pier. The coastal restoration will involve the excavation of existing material, the
construction of a rip rap revetment at a 1.5H:1V slope, and the replacement of material over the portion of
revetment below the Annual High Tide Line (AHTL). A portion of the excavated material may be placed
landward of the proposed coastal restoration area, if soil concentrations are acceptable for reuse, while
the remainder will be transported offsite for disposal. The proposed work will not increase the amount of
impervious area at the Project site. One of the main goals of the Project is to ensure that a condition of No
Significant Risk is maintained on the upland portion of the site consistent with the AUL.

In addition to the Coastal Beach restoration and shoreline stabilization, the Project will provide protection
against a 100-year storm event. The Project will not adversely impact the existing salt marsh that is located
south of the area of work. Best management practices (BMPs) will be used to minimize impacts to resource
areas throughout the construction process.

1.4.1 Interagency Coordination and Comment

The Project team held an interagency meeting on May 6, 2025, which was attended by representatives from
the MEPA Office, Massachusetts Office of Coastal Zone Management (CZM), Massachusetts Department
of Environmental Protection (MassDEP), Division of Marine Fisheries (DMF), and the Boston Conservation
Commission. During the meeting, representatives from CZM requested that the Proponent take another
look at the proposed 1.5H:1V revetement slope to see if it could return to a 2H:1V slope to decrease wave
reflection. A 1.5H:1V revetement slope is proposed in order to maximize the newly created wetland
resource area. This approach also minimizes the resulting slope of that area, ensuring slope stability and
creating a more ideal topography for native fauna to populate. While a slightly steeper slope does
marginally increase wave reflection, the exposed portion of the revetement is isolated to that portion above
the AHTL. It is anticipated that the majority of wave energy would be absorbed by the much shallower slope
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of the created coastal beach seaward of the exposed revetement. CZM also requested that roadway impact
and storm flowage be considered. A buffer between the proposed work area and Saratoga Street has been
considered during the 30% design process. The Project team will engage with MassDOT during the final
design process and confirm there are sufficient buffers from the Project and Saratoga Street.

1.5 Jurisdiction and Permitting

The Project is subject to MEPA review because it requires Agency Action and exceeds the ENF threshold
of 11.03 (3)(b)1a alteration of a coastal dune, barrier beach or coastal bank; and 11.03(3)(b)1e new fill or
structure or expansion of existing fill or structure, except a pile-supported structure, in a velocity zone or
regulatory floodway. The Project requires the preparation of an EIR pursuant to 301 CMR 11.06(7)(b)
because it is located within one mile of an Environmental Justice (EJ) population. The Project requires an
Order of Conditions (OOC) from the City of Boston Conservation Commission as the Project is located
in/near wetland resource areas and buffer zones. The Project requires a 401 Water Quality Certification
from MassDEP. The proposed work will be covered under the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
General Permit, which will require the filing of a Pre-Construction Notification (PCN) with the USACE.
Coastal Zone Management (CZM) Federal Consistency Review will take place as a general concurrence
during USACE interagency reviews.

Table 1 Anticipated Permitting

Agency Permit/License/Approval Reason of Required Permit
Massachusetts Environmental EENF and EIR Proposed work meets MEPA
Policy Act Office requirements 11.03(3)(b)1a and

11.03(3)(b)1e
City of Boston Conservation Order of Conditions Work is proposed within and
Commission near wetland resource areas
Massachusetts Department of Water Quality Certification Turbidity creating activities
Environmental Protection through excavation, riprap

placement, and regrading
United States Army Corps of Pre-Construction Notification Stabilization activities in Waters
Engineers of the U.S. (WOTUS)
Massachusetts Coastal Zone General Concurrence Work is within WOTUS
Management

1.6 Schedule

It is anticipated that the Project will be completed in one phase, commencing in the fall of 2026.

1.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Policy Waiver Request

Although the Project does not meet the mandatory EIR thresholds under 301 CMR 11.03, the Proponent is
submitting an EIR because Environmental Justice (EJ]) populations are located within the Designated
Geographic Area (DGA) of the Project site, as further described in Section 1.8 below. The Proponent is
seeking a waiver from compliance with the MEPA Greenhouse Gas Emission Policy and Protocol (GHG
Policy) since GHG Policy pursuant to the policy’s De Minimis Exemption since the Project does not result
in an increase in the number of stationary or mobile sources of GHG. While the Project will result in minor
and temporary construction-related vehicle trips, Massport is committed to reducing air quality impacts
associated with vehicular emissions during construction by requiring the use of ultra-low sulfur diesel fuel
and anti-idling measures.
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Massport has adopted a comprehensive sustainability program that includes a Net Zero Emissions
Roadmap?, aiming to achieve net-zero greenhouse gas emissions by 2031, nearly 20 years ahead of state
and federal targets. This roadmap focuses on electrification of buildings and equipment, on-site renewable
energy generation, energy efficiency improvements, and the purchase of green power. Massport also
invests in electric vehicle infrastructure and promotes high-occupancy vehicle transportation programs to
reduce emissions from ground access. These initiatives reflect Massport's commitment to mitigating GHG
emissions across its aviation and maritime facilities and ensuring that all projects align with its long-term
climate goals.

1.8 Environmental Justice Considerations

The Project will provide both short- and long-term environmental and public health benefits by protecting
existing resource areas and adjacent public infrastructure. Additionally, the creation of new coastal
resources will ensure the preservation and resilience of the site. This protection is particularly important
during severe weather events and in response to projected sea level rise. The Project will implement
measures to prevent erosion, maintaining the integrity of the coastal resource areas and reducing the risk
of flooding and other related issues. Overall, the Project aims to create a healthier, more sustainable
environment that protects vital coastal resources and public infrastructure.

Section 60 of Chapter 8 of the Acts of 2021: An Act Creating a Next-Generation Roadmap for
Massachusetts Climate Policy (the “Climate Roadmap Act”) (Adding new Section 62J to M.G.L. c. 30),
directs the Secretary of the EEA to provide opportunities for meaningful public involvement by EJ
populations during the MEPA review process. Section 60 also specifies certain requirements for ENFs filed
with the MEPA office. For new projects filed after January 1, 2022, all ENFs must provide a narrative
identifying EJ population within one (1) mile of the project site and describe whether the project is
reasonably likely to negatively affect such EJ populations. If the proposed project is anticipated to affect
air quality, then the radial influence on EJ populations increases to within five (5) miles of the project site.
The proposed improvements to be implemented as part of the preferred alternative selected by Massport
to advance into permitting is not anticipated to affect air quality. Accordingly, EJ populations within the
vicinity of the Project site have been identified using the Massachusetts GIS EJ Mapping tool and are shown
in Attachment H.

The proposed Project is intended to enhance the coastal resiliency of the shoreline. The Project does not
pose a threat to public health and will ensure the future safety of the infrastructure in the vicinity of the site.
The Project will not negatively affect EJ populations within the designated geographic area and there are
no existing unfair or inequitable environmental burdens or related health consequences associated with
this Project. Massport has been in coordination with local and state elected officials, representatives in
East Boston and Winthrop, the Massport Community Advisory Committee , and community stakeholder
groups. The Project has complied with Section Il of the Protocol and 301 CMR 11.05(4)(b) by providing
advance notification of the EENF filing no earlier than 45 days, and no later than 90 days prior to filing the
EENF. Advanced notification of the Project filing was provided on October 31, 2025 (see Attachment H),
along with publications in the East Boston Times and the Winthrop Sun Transcript. Massport recently met
with the Friends of Belle Isle Marsh in November 2025 to review the Project and plans to conduct a site
visit with them in early December 2025. Additionally, Massport presented updated Project information to
the Orient Heights Neighborhood Council on November 17, 2025.

2 Massachusetts Port  Authority (Massport). (2023). Net Zero Emissions Roadmap. Retrieved from
https://www.massport.com/environment/net-zero-roadmap
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1.9 Climate Change Adaptation and Resiliency

The Resilient Massachusetts Action Team (RMAT) Climate Resilience Design Standards Tool was utilized
for the Project. Execution of the design standards tool resulted in an Ecosystem Benefits score of
Moderate. The results also indicated High Exposure to Sea Level Rise/Storm Surge and Extreme Heat,
Moderate Exposure to Extreme Precipitation - Urban Flooding, and Not Exposed to Extreme Precipitation —
Riverine Flooding. The RMAT Climate Resilience Design Standards Tool Project Report is provided in
Attachment G.

2. Environmental Impacts, Avoidance and Minimization Measures
2.1 Coastal Resource Areas

As shown on the plans included in Attachment K, the Project site is located in the vicinity of a shellfish
suitability area (Land Containing Shellfish), Land Subject to Coastal Storm Flowage (LSCSF), Rocky
Intertidal Shore, Land Under Ocean (LUO), and Coastal Beach, Coastal Bank, and the 100-ft Buffer Zone, as
defined in accordance with the 310 CMR 10.00 Wetlands Protection Act (WPA) Regulations. Coastal
resource areas were identified using a combination of Massachusetts GIS with field confirmation. Tidal
datums were used to identify the limits of Coastal Beach and several of the resource areas.

Under Massport’s Enabling Act (Ch. 465 of the Acts of 1956 as amended), Massport is charged with the
development, operation and maintenance of its properties (see Section 3(g) of the Enabling Act). As a
general rule, Massachusetts case law provides that an authority or agency of the Commonwealth is not
subject to municipal bylaws, ordinances or regulations, so long as the authority or agency is performing an
“essential governmental function” and there is no specific statutory provision to the contrary (see also
Section 2 of the Enabling Act). Accordingly, as the proposed Project is the performance of an essential
government function by Massport and the Enabling Act does not specifically require Massport to be subject
to local wetland ordinances, the Project filing by Massport is not subject to the City of Boston’s local
Wetland Ordinance and related regulations.

In accordance with the WPA Regulations, a Notice of Intent (NOI) will be filed with the Boston Conservation
Commission (Commission). The Project team has been engaged in ongoing coordination with the
Commission, and it is anticipated that an OOC approving the Project will be issued.

2.1.1 Land Containing Shellfish (310 CMR 10.34)

The WPA defines Land Containing Shellfish (LCS) as land under the ocean, tidal flats, rocky intertidal
shores, salt marshes and land under salt ponds when any such land contains shellfish. Shellfish species
as described in 310 CMR 10.34 as Bay Scallop (Argopecten irradians), Blue Mussel (Mytilus edulis), Ocean
Quahog (Arctica islandica), Oyster (Crassostrea virginica), Quahog (Mercenaria mercenaria), Razor Clam
(Ensis directus), Sea Clam (Spisula solidissima), Sea Scallop (Placopecten magellanicus), and Soft shell
Clam (Mya arenaria).

WHEN A RESOURCE AREA, INCLUDING LAND UNDER THE OCEAN, TIDAL FLATS, ROCKY INTERTIDAL
SHORES, SALT MARSHES, OR LAND UNDER SALT PONDS IS DETERMINED TO BE SIGNIFICANT TO THE
PROTECTION OF LAND CONTAINING SHELLFISH AND THEREFORE TO THE PROTECTION OF MARINE
FISHERIES, 310 CMR 10.34(4) THROUGH (8) SHALL APPLY:

4) Except as provided in 310 CMR 10.34(5), any project on land containing shellfish shall not adversely
affect such land or marine fisheries by a change in the productivity of such land caused by: (a)
alterations of water circulation; (b) alterations in relief elevation; (c) the compacting of sediment by
vehicular traffic; (d) alterations in the distribution of sediment grain size; (e) alterations in natural
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drainage from adjacent land; or (f) changes in water quality, including, but not limited to, other than
natural fluctuations in the levels of salinity, dissolved oxygen, nutrients, temperature or turbidity, or
the addition of pollutants.

5) Notwithstanding the provisions of 310 CMR 10.34(4), projects which temporarily have an adverse
effect on shellfish productivity but which do not permanently destroy the habitat may be permitted if
the land containing shellfish can and will be returned substantially to its former productivity in less
than one year from the commencement of work, unless an extension of the Order of Conditions is
granted, in which case such restoration shall be completed within one year of such extension.

6) Inthe case of land containing shellfish defined as significant in 310 CMR 10.34(3)(b) (i.e., those areas
identified on the basis of maps and designations of the Shellfish Constable), except in Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern, the issuing authority may, after consultation with the Shellfish Constable,
permit the shellfish to be moved from such area under the guidelines of, and to a suitable location
approved by, the Division of Marine Fisheries, in order to permit a proposed project on such land. Any
such project shall not be commenced until after the moving and replanting of the shellfish have been
commenced.

7) notwithstanding 310 CMR 10.34(4) through (6), projects approved by the Division of Marine Fisheries
that are specifically intended to increase the productivity of land containing shellfish may be
permitted. Aquaculture projects approved by the appropriate local and state authority may also be
permitted.

8) notwithstanding the provisions of 310 CMR 10.34(4) through (7), no project may be permitted which
will have any adverse effect on specified habitat of rare vertebrate or invertebrate species, as
identified by procedures established under 310 CMR 10.37.

The Project aims to create a resource area that will benefit the site and surrounding area. Approximately
1,600 sf of LCS will be temporarily impacted by the development of the Project. The Proponent has engaged
in discussions with local, state, and federal resource agencies, including the DMF Shellfish Program, and
will continue to coordinate with these agencies throughout the permitting process. As mentioned
previously, Massport selected the Project site due to its proximity to Logan International Airport, as directed
by the Secretary’s Certificate for the Runway 27 RSA Project. Additionally, a mitigation fee was provided to
DMF to support off-site restoration efforts. It is anticipated that there will be little to no impact on the
resource area, with any potential impacts confined to the construction period. According to Massachusetts
GIS data, there are mapped shellfish suitability areas, specifically for blue mussels, within the immediate
vicinity of the Project. The proposed work is not anticipated to adversely affect shellfish productivity.

2.1.2 Land Subject to Coastal Storm Flowage (310 CMR 10.02)

The WPA defines Lands Subject to Coastal Storm Flowage (LSCSF) as "land subject to any inundation
caused by coastal storms up to and including that caused by the 100-year storm, surge of record or storm
of record, whichever is greater.” The areas mapped by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
on community Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) as the 100-year flood plain within the coastal zone are
included within LSCSF. LSCSF may be significant to the interests of storm damage prevention, flood
control, pollution prevention and wildlife habitat. LSCSF in this area contains other jurisdictional resource
areas which are important for storm damage prevention and flood control.

The proposed Project will result in a change in resource area classification under the WPA. Specifically,
portions of the existing LSCSF will be converted into new Coastal Beach resource areas. This occurs
because the construction of the buried revetment and associated grading will create a stable sloped feature
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that meets the definition of a Coastal Bank, and the placement of compatible material seaward of the
revetment. These changes represent an increase in resource area diversity and function within the Project
site.

There are currently no performance standards for work in LSCSF in WPA 310 CMR 10.04. The Project will
enhance the flood storage and storm damage prevention capacity of the site; it has been designed to
alleviate flooding during extreme tide cycles and withstand environmental forces during 100-year storm
events. A portion of the excavated material (approximately 1,000 CY) may be placed landward of the
proposed coastal restoration area, if the soil concentrations are acceptable for onsite reuse, which will be
determined by the site LSP. The proposed activity in the LSCSF will not adversely impact its ability to
remove suspended solids and other contaminants from runoff before they enter other wetland resource
areas or bodies of water. Instead, the Project will support and enhance these functions, ensuring the site’s
pollution prevention capabilities are maintained and even improved. Additionally, the proposed work will
not redirect natural flow or floodwaters.

2.1.3 Rocky Intertidal Shore (310 CMR 10.31)

The WPA defines Rocky Intertidal Shore (RIS) as naturally occurring rocky areas, such as bedrock or
boulder-strewn areas between the mean high water line and the mean low water line. The Project is not
anticipated to impact the Rocky Intertidal Shore present to the northeast of the proposed work area. The
Project will meet the performance standards for Rocky Intertidal Shore as follows:

When a Rocky Intertidal Shore Is Determined to Be Significant to Storm Damage Prevention, Flood Control, or
Protection of Wildlife Habitat, any proposed project shall be designed and constructed, using the best
practical measures, so as to minimize adverse effects on the form and volume of exposed intertidal bedrock
and boulders.

The Project is not anticipated to impact the Rocky Intertidal Shore present to the northeast of the proposed
work area. Best practical measures have been incorporated into the planning and execution of construction
activities to avoid unnecessary disturbance, as well as the implementation of protective barriers and
erosion control techniques. By doing so, the Project aims to maintain the natural integrity of the Rocky
Intertidal Shore, thereby supporting its critical functions in storm damage prevention, flood control, and
wildlife habitat protection.

When a Rocky Intertidal Shore is determined to be significant to the protection of marine fisheries or wildlife
habitat, any proposed project shall if water-dependent be designed and constructed, using best available
measures, so as to minimize adverse effects, and if non-water-dependent, have no adverse effects, on water
circulation and water quality. Water quality impacts include, but are not limited to, other than natural
fluctuations in the levels of dissolved oxygen, temperature or turbidity, or the addition of pollutants.

The proposed Project has been designed with the best available measures to minimize any adverse effects
on water circulation and water quality. These measures include the use of environmentally sensitive
construction techniques, erosion and sediment control practices, and the careful management of
construction materials to prevent pollution.

2.1.4 Land Under Ocean (310 CMR 10.25)

The WPA defines Land Under Ocean (LUO) as land extending from the mean low water (MLW) line seaward
to the boundary of the municipality’s jurisdiction and includes land under estuaries. The proposed Project
meets the performance standards for LUO as follows:

a. water circulation: The proposed work will not impact water circulation in the vicinity of the resource
area. The Project design ensures that there are no obstructions or alterations to the flow patterns
that could disrupt the existing water dynamics.
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b. distribution of sediment grain size: The proposed work will not impact the distribution of sediment
grain size of the resource area. The Project will avoid activities that could cause sediment
displacement or changes in sediment composition, thereby preserving the natural sediment
structure.

c. water quality: The proposed work will not impact the water quality of the resource area. The Project
includes measures to prevent pollution, such as controlling runoff and avoiding the release of
contaminants, ensuring that the water remains clean and safe for all aquatic organisms.

d. finfish habitat: The proposed work will not impact finfish habitat. The Project has been designed to
avoid any disturbances to these critical areas, ensuring that finfish populations are not adversely
affected and can continue to thrive in their natural environment.

e. important food for wildlife: The proposed work will not impact important food for wildlife. The
Project will ensure that these food sources are not disrupted, supporting the continued health and
biodiversity of the wildlife that relies on them.

2.1.5 Coastal Beach (310 CMR 10.27)

The WPA defines Coastal Beach as unconsolidated sediment subject to wave, tidal and coastal storm
action that forms the gently sloping shore of a body of salt water. Coastal Beaches extend from the Mean
Low Water (MLW) line landward to the dune line, coastal bank line or the seaward edge of existing man-
made structures, when these structures replace one of the above lines, whichever is closest to the ocean.
Coastal Beaches may play an important role in storm damage prevention, flood control and the protection
of marine fisheries similar to Land Under Ocean (LUQO). They may also be significant to the protection of
Land Containing Shellfish when shellfish are present. Coastal Beaches may reduce wave energy, and
natural beaches provide sediment to LUO, which serves as a buffer to storm waves.

The Project aims to protect and restore the existing Coastal Beach resource area on the site, providing a
natural buffer against wave action and erosion during storms, especially at low tide. The Project also
includes the restoration of Coastal Beach within the footprint of the existing pier to be removed, and coastal
restoration landward of the pier. The creation of approximately 21,890 sf of Coastal Beach will naturally
protect against rising water elevations and storm events. As shown in the Project plan and typical section
included in Attachment K, approximately 6,400 sf of added resource area will be located landward of the
proposed buried revetment, and approximately 15,500 sf of added resource area will be located seaward
of the proposed buried revetment.

The Project meets the performance standards for Coastal Beach as follows:

a. Volume (quantity of sediments) and form: The proposed work will ensure that the volume and form
of the coastal beach are preserved and enhanced with the creation of additional Coastal Beach
resource area. This will assist in maintaining the sediment supply and distribution, which is crucial
for the shoreline’s stability and ecological functions.

b. Ability to respond to wave action: The Project is designed to enhance the site’s ability to respond to
wave action.

c. Distribution of sediment grain size: The Project will restore and create Coastal Beach on the
previously altered site, therefore improving its physical characteristics and resilience.

d. Water circulation: The proposed Project will enhance water circulation by ensuring that the natural
flow of water is not obstructed. This will be achieved through careful planning and design, which
will maintain the natural hydrodynamics of the restored Coastal Beach. Improved water circulation
will help in maintaining the ecological balance and health of the environment.



Massachusetts Port Authority

‘* Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

e. Water quality: The Project will implement measures to protect and improve water quality. This
includes controlling runoff and preventing pollutants from entering the coastal beach area. By
maintaining high water quality, the Project will support the diverse marine life and shoreline
stability. Additionally, the installation of the new revetment will prevent sediment erosion.

f. Relief and elevation: The Project will enhance the natural relief and elevation of the Coastal Beach.
Overall, the Project is designed to restore and create Coastal Beach to improve the site’s resilience
to environmental changes.

2.1.6 Coastal Bank (310 CMR 10.02)

According to 310 CMR 10.30(2), “Coastal Bank means the seaward face or side of any elevated landform,
other than a coastal dune, which lies at the landward edge of a coastal beach, land subject to tidal action,
or other wetlands.” The existing stone and concrete block seawall located in the southwestern portion of
the proposed work area can be described as Coastal Bank because it is situated at the landward edge of a
coastal area subject to tidal action. Even though the Coastal Bank is armored and does not supply sediment,
and the site has been previously altered, it is recognized that it is associated with Land Subject to Coastal
Storm Flowage (LSCSF) within the site, and it still contributes to storm damage prevention.

The Project will impact approximately 320 linear feet (LF) of the existing armored Coastal Bank due to the
removal of the existing timber pier, pilings, and bulkhead and the installation of the new stone revetment.
The Project aims to improve the site to benefit both the natural ecosystem and the community and will
create approximately 21,890 sf of Coastal Beach resource area. BMPs will be used to minimize impacts to
resource areas throughout the construction process.

WHEN A COASTAL BANK IS DETERMINED TO BE SIGNIFICANT TO STORM DAMAGE PREVENTION OR
FLOOD CONTROL BECAUSE IT IS A VERTICAL BUFFER TO STORM WATERS, 310 CMR 10.30(6) THROUGH
(8) SHALL APPLY:

(6) Any project on such a coastal bank or within 100 feet landward of the top of such coastal bank is intended
to improve the stability of the existing coastal embankment. The proposed work shall have no adverse effects
on the stability of the coastal bank.

The Project will have no adverse effects on the stability of the Coastal Bank. The Project will improve the
site with the removal of the existing timber pier and associated pilings and bulkhead and will create
additional coastal resource area.

(7) Bulkheads, revetments, seawalls, groins or other coastal engineering structures may be permitted on such
a coastal bank except when such bank is significant to storm damage prevention or flood control because it
supplies sediment to coastal beaches, coastal dunes, and barrier beaches.

The existing armored Coastal Bank does not supply sediment to coastal beaches, dunes, or barrier beaches,
and there is minimal longshore drift in this area.

(8) Notwithstanding the provisions of 310 CMR 10.30(3) through (7), no project may be permitted which will
have any adverse effect on specified habitat sites of rare vertebrate or invertebrate species, as identified by
procedures established under 310 CMR 10.37.

The Project will not adversely affect habitat sites or rare vertebrate or invertebrate species.
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2.2 Biological Resources

The proposed Project is not expected to significantly impact biological resources in the vicinity of the
Project. The Project will create coastal beach resource area, which will enhance the site from its existing
conditions. By introducing measures to stabilize sediments, improve water quality, and support natural
vegetation, the Project will foster a healthier and more resilient coastal ecosystem. These enhancements
will not only protect the site from erosion and other environmental stresses but also provide a habitat for
various marine and coastal species, thereby enriching the local biodiversity. Overall, the Project aims to
transform the area into a thriving coastal environment that benefits both the natural ecosystem and the
community.

According to the Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program (NHESP) Atlas (15th edition; effective
August 1, 2021), the Project limits are not located within designated Priority Habitats of Rare Species or
Estimated Habitats of Rare Wildlife and therefore will not require review pursuant to the Massachusetts
Endangered Species Act (MESA). There are no certified or potential vernal pools within the Project area.

2.3 Areas of Critical Environmental Concern

The Rumney Marshes ACEC is located north of the proposed work (see Attachment E). The proposed
Project will significantly enhance protection at the site from erosion and climate change-related issues,
such as sea level rise. By stabilizing the shoreline and promoting the growth of native vegetation, the Project
will create a more resilient coastal environment capable of withstanding these challenges. By adhering to
the following measures, the Project will ensure compliance with MassDEP’s Stormwater Management
Regulations, ultimately contributing to the long-term health and sustainability of the Rumney Marshes
ACEC.

& During construction, the Project will implement several measures to comply with the standards
outlined in MassDEP’s Stormwater Management Regulations.

¢ Stormwater Runoff Control: The Project will incorporate BMPs to manage and treat stormwater
runoff, preventing pollutants and sediment entering the marshes.

& Establishing conditions that are conducive to vegetative buffers along the shoreline will help to
filter stormwater, trap sediments, and absorb excess nutrients before they reach the water bodies.

¢ Erosion Control Measures: The Project will include erosion control measures such as silt fences,
erosion control blankets, and other stabilization techniques to prevent soil loss during construction
and after Project completion.

2.4 Stormwater

The proposed Project is anticipated to improve the site’s ability to provide protection from coastal storm
events and sea level rise as it aims to stabilize the existing shoreline and establish coastal resource area
(Coastal Beach). The creation of Coastal Beach will naturally protect against rising water elevations and
storm events. There will be no increase of impervious area on the site.

2.5 Water Quality

The Project is located within the Winthrop Bay Watershed. Known potential pollutants within the Project
area may include PCBs in Fish Tissue, Enterococcus, Fecal Coliform and additional unknown sources. It is
not anticipated that the Project will have an impact on the water quality of Boston Harbor.
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In order to avoid impacting water quality during construction, construction BMPs will be implemented
throughout the Project site. Sedimentation and erosion controls such as a silt fence, fiber rolls, silt socks,
and/or the covering of soil piles, etc. will be used to avoid and minimize impacts to adjacent resource areas.
The Project will be reviewed by MassDEP for a 401 Water Quality Certification.

2.6 Hazardous Materials

The Project is located on an MCP disposal site (a Tier Classified 21E Site). The upland portion of the site
was closed with a Partial Class B-2 RAO with an AUL, while the mudflat portion remains open under a Partial
Class C-1 RAO. Some of the soil and sediment are classified as Remediation Waste under the MCP and
contain oil or hazardous materials. The Project will be conducted as a RAM under the MCP and under the
oversight of an LSP. The Project will generate Remediation Waste which will be disposed offsite under the
oversight of the LSP. One of the main goals of the Project is to ensure the condition of No Significant Risk
on the upland portion of the site and comply with the AUL.

Facilities identified within a 1-mile radius of the Project site include:

9 facilities listed as Major Air and Waste Facilities;
3 Tier 1 21E Facilities;

10 facilities Tier 2 21E Facilities;

12 sites with Activities and Use limitations;

12 sites containing underground storage tanks; and
2 EPA facilities
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During construction, absolutely no release of any petroleum product, epoxies, resins, admixtures, touch-up
coatings or the like will be allowed into the Harbor. Accidental releases will be reported to Massport Fire
Alarm, the Project manager, Massport Environmental, and if applicable based on the location and volume
of the release, MassDEP, the US Coast Guard, and/or the National Response Center. Any hazardous
materials on site will be marked with the name of the material on the container and stored in the
contractor’s vehicle or in secondary containment. No washing or refueling of vehicles will be allowed on
site. The refueling of construction equipment will not be permitted within 100 feet of any resource area.

2.7 Solid Waste

The Project will generate a minor amount of contained solid waste during construction. All construction
debris generated as a result of the Project will be removed from the site and disposed of at an appropriate
upland disposal location. Dumpsters and/or waste bins will be located on site and will remain covered at
all times. The contractor will be required to remove all construction equipment, materials, debris and waste
from the site upon completion of the Project. GEIl, the Project LSP, will oversee soil management for the
Project as part of the RAM activities, as required by the AUL.

2.8 Noise

No long-term impacts to noise quality will occur as a result of the Project. Any noise impacts associated
with the Project will occur during construction and will cease once the revetment is complete. Construction
equipment will be fitted with mufflers or other noise reducing equipment. No blasting is anticipated as part
of this Project. Noise shall not exceed a maximum permitted sound level of 60 dBA and shall be restricted
to Monday - Friday 7 AM to 5 PM and Saturday 9 AM to 3 PM or whatever other time frame will be stipulated
in the permits.
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29 Air Quality

No direct or indirect increases or other changes in local or regional air quality are likely to occur with
construction of the proposed Project. Emissions of air pollutants during construction will be below de
minimis levels. Construction equipment and vehicles will be required to use ultra-low sulfur fuels. Dust
suppression measures such as the use of a water truck or hose and the covering of soil piles will be used
during construction to minimize impacts. All construction equipment will be maintained in compliance with
all applicable state and federal emission regulations. In accordance with the Massachusetts Ani-ldling Law
(MGL Ch. 90, Section 16A and its associated regulation at 310 CMR 7.11), equipment and vehicles will not
be allowed to idle for more than 5 minutes at the site during construction. Equipment will not be allowed to
idle without an operator in the cab.

2.10 Cultural Resources

There are no National Register Listed, National Register Eligible or properties listed on the Massachusetts
Historical Commission’s (MHC) Inventory of Historic and Archaeological Assets (Inventory) within the
Project limits. The Saratoga Street Bridge, located to the north of the site, is listed in the Inventory
(B0OS.910). The Project will provide protection for the infrastructure by stabilizing the surrounding area and
mitigating erosion. If any cultural or archaeological resources or human remains are encountered during
construction, the contractor will be required to stop work and report the siting to the Massport and Foth
project managers. Massport will direct the contractor to resume work after all appropriate actions have
occurred.

2.11 Transportation

There may be a minor impact to local transportation during construction. A traffic management plan will
be put into place to minimize impacts to the motoring public. A traffic monitor or police control will be
stationed on side during times when traffic and pedestrians must be routed around the work. If a detour is
used, detour signs will be installed to route traffic to other roads. Impacts to transportation will return to
normal upon completion of construction.

3. Alternatives Analysis

3.1 Development of Proposed Design

Several alternatives were considered and thoroughly evaluated before the Project team selected the
currently proposed design as the preferred alternative. During this evaluation process, each option was
assessed based on its ability to meet the Project’s primary goals: protecting adjacent infrastructure while
minimizing impacts to coastal resources and creating additional coastal resource area. The preferred
design was chosen because it optimizes resiliency of the existing shoreline and maximizes the addition of
resource area within the constraints of existing topography, roadway alignment, and surrounding wetlands.
The alternatives analysis cross sections for both the preferred alternative and the Partially Buried 2:1
Revetment with 7,300 sf Resource Area Restoration alternative (see Section 3.1.6 below) are included in
Attachment F to illustrate the comparative approach and demonstrate how the preferred alternative best
meets Project objectives. The considered alternatives include:

No Build;

Vertical Sheet Pile Bulkhead

Engineered Vegetated Bank

Sloped Armor Stone Revetment

Only Remove Existing Timber Pier Structure

Partially Buried 2:1 Revetment with 7,300 sf Resource Area Restoration; and

Partially Buried 1.5:1 Revetment with 21,890 sf Resource Area Restoration (Preferred)
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3.1.1 No-Build

The no-build alternative would involve leaving the site as-is with no improvements. If left in its current state,
the existing timber pier and bulkhead will continue to deteriorate and would leave the upland portion of the
site unprotected from disturbance. This alternative does not meet Project goals and is not recommended.

3.1.2 Vertical Sheet Pile Bulkhead

This alternative would involve replacing the existing bulkhead with a steel sheet pile bulkhead to an
elevation of approximately +10.0' NAVD88. Foth does not recommend this alternative as it could lead to
additional environmental impact through the placement of a steel or concrete structure within coastal
resource areas. This alternative also leads to increased risk of scour at the base of the structure and thus
undermining the adjacent resource areas or causing excessive erosion along the coastal beach. This
alternative does not result in the restoration of coastal resource area. This alternative does not meet Project
goals and is not recommended.

3.1.3 Engineered Vegetated Bank

This alternative includes the installation of geotextile fabric to form an engineered vegetated bank.
Contaminated soil remains on the upland portion of the site, as indicated by the AUL , which complicates
the implementation of a soft solution. Natural solutions, such as an engineered vegetated slope, can offer
protection against routine events. Foth does not recommend this alternative due to the criticality of
protecting the adjacent Saratoga Street, minimizing erosion of contaminated soil and critical public
infrastructure, and adjacent resource areas. This alternative does not meet Project goals and is not
recommended.

3.1.4 Sloped Armor Stone Revetment

This alternative shares similar components as the preferred alternative; however, it involves exposing the
entire revetment without creating additional coastal resource area. Specifically, the increased exposed
revetement footprint could disrupt the natural habitat and potentially lead to erosion and sedimentation
issues. This extension would cause further disruption to the inlet's ecosystem and could negatively affect
water quality and marine life. The exposed revetement creates more wave reflection than the preferred
alternative. Overall, this alternative does not align with the Project goals of minimizing environmental
impact and enhancing coastal resource areas. Therefore, it is not recommended.

3.1.5 Only Remove Existing Timber Pier Structure

This alternative would only remove the visible portions of the existing deteriorating timber pier. This
alternative does not include any additional measures to stabilize the shoreline. As a result, the shoreline
would continue to deteriorate over time due to ongoing erosion and the impacts of future sea level rise.
Without the pier and any protective structures, the shoreline would be more exposed to wave action and
tidal forces, accelerating the rate of erosion, which could lead to the loss of valuable land and protection of
the adjacent infrastructure, and additional costly repairs and potential safety hazards for the community.
Therefore, this alternative is not recommended.

3.1.6 Partial Buried 2:1 Revetment with 7,300 sf Resource Area Restoration

This alternative proposed restoring the Coastal Beach resource area to provide a natural buffer against
wave action and erosion during storms. The concept combined the ecological benefits of a soft solution
with the reliability of a hard solution as a failsafe. By creating approximately 7,300 sf of Coastal Beach
resource area, this approach aimed to enhance site resilience to storms and erosion while ensuring the soil
conditions remain consistent with the existing Permanent Solution for the AUL area for the upland portion
of the site. However, this alternative was not selected because it offered limited potential for creating
additional resource areas within the constraints of existing topography, roadway alignment, and
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surrounding wetlands. While the design provided some resiliency benefits, it did not maximize resource
area creation compared to the preferred alternative. The Project team initially considered a sloped stone
revetment design at a 2:1 slope but ultimately determined that the preferred alternative would better
achieve Project goals by optimizing site capacity and resource creation and enhancement.

3.1.7 Partially Buried 1.5:1 Revetment with 21,890 sf Resource Area Restoration
(Preferred)

The preferred alternative offers the most comprehensive protection and ecological benefit for the site. It
safeguards critical public infrastructure and equipment located on the upland portion of the site, which is
essential for the continued operation of Boston Logan International Airport. In addition to this protection,
the preferred alternative restores the Coastal Beach resource area, creating a natural buffer against wave
action and erosion during storms. This approach combines the ecological advantages of an engineered
vegetated bank, with the reliability of a hard solution (buried revetment) as a failsafe, ensuring long-term
resilience. By moving the revetement crest farther inland, the preferred alternative maximizes resource area
creation within the constraints of existing topography, roadway, and surrounding wetlands, resulting in
approximately 21,890 sf of new resource area. It also results in a shallower slope of the created costal
beach seaward of the revetement crest. In contrast, the buried 2:1 sloped revetment alternative would
provide approximately 7,300 sf and result in a steeper and potentially less stable coastal beach slope. By
significantly increasing the Coastal Beach resource area, this alternative improves the site’s ability to
absorb storm impacts, reduce erosion, and ensures the condition of No Significant Risk in the upland
portion of the site.

4. Mitigation Measures

The Project will include the following mitigation measures to minimize impacts to the surrounding coastal
resource areas:

¢ Construction equipment will not be refueled within buffer zones.
¢ Construction materials will not be stored within buffer zones.

& The Licensed Site Professional (LSP) will provide construction and soil management oversight to
ensure compliance with the site’s AUL. The Project will be conducted as a RAM under the MCP.

& The extent of the Project disturbance and ground disturbance shall be limited to the minimum
necessary during construction.

¢ All debris generated as a result of the Project construction shall be removed from the site and
disposed of at an appropriate upland disposal location.

o Appropriate BMPs shall be implemented throughout the Project site, including measures to protect
the salt marsh area to the south of the proposed Project area of work such as minimizing
sedimentation, and controlling runoff.

& All local, state, and federal requirements shall be adhered to maintain and preserve air quality in
and around the vicinity of the site.

& Project activities will employ dust suppression measures during construction to minimize impacts.
In order to reduce any impacts due to the construction phase, anti-idling and other measures to
limit emissions from construction equipment shall be implemented.

+ All construction equipment will be maintained in compliance with all applicable state and federal
emission regulations. Equipment will not be idled without an operator in the cab.
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¢ Noise shall not exceed a maximum permitted sound level of 60 dBA and shall be restricted to
Monday - Friday 7 AM to 5 PM and Saturday 9 AM to 3 PM or whatever other time frame will be
stipulated in the permits.

4.1 Construction Best Management Practices

The following is a list of construction Best Management Practices that will be put into place in order to
avoid and minimize impacts to resource areas.

¢ The installation of sedimentation and erosion controls such as silt fence, fiber rolls, silt socks,
and/or the covering of soil piles.

& Contractor is responsible for the implementation of a spill control plan.

¢ All accidental releases of hazardous materials will be reported to Massport Fire Alarm, the Project
manager, Massport Environmental, and if applicable based on the location and volume of the
release, MassDEP, the US Coast Guard, and/or the National Response Center.

+ All construction equipment will be maintained in compliance with all applicable state and federal
emission regulations.

& Asnecessary, a traffic management plan will be put into place to minimize impacts to the motoring
public, pedestrians, and cyclists using the adjacent roadway.

5. Analysis of Project Impacts on EJ Populations

The following information is provided as required by 301 CMR 11.07(6)(n)(1) and detailed in Part Il of the
MEPA Interim Protocol for Analysis of Project impacts on EJ populations and intends to provide an
assessment or existing unfair or inequitable environmental burden and related public health consequences
impacting the EJ population from any prior or current private, industrial, commercial, state, or municipal
operation or project that has damaged the environment. The EJ populations within 1-mile of the Project
site are included in Attachment H.

5.1 Assessment of Existing Unfair or Inequitable Environmental Burden

The following assessment provides the results of a survey performed of past and current polluting activities
which may have contributed to an “existing environmental burden” impacting the EJ population Census
block group, which may be “unfair and inequitable” as compared to the general population.

5.1.1 Vulnerable Health EJ Criteria

The vulnerable health EJ Criteria are four environmentally related health indicators used to identify
populations with evidence of higher-than average rates of environmentally related health outcomes. The
Massachusetts Department of Health’s Bureau of Climate and Environmental Health worked with EEA to
identify the following health indicators of EJ populations.

¢ Heart Attack: Boston does not meet the Vulnerable Health EJ Criterion for Heart Attack.
Childhood Blood Lead: Boston does not meet the Vulnerable Health EJ Criterion for childhood
blood lead.

Low Birth Weight: Boston meets the Vulnerable health EJ criterion for low birth weight.

The Project will not increase or generate any new risks to this EJ population.

Childhood Asthma: Boston meets the Vulnerable health EJ criterion for childhood asthma.

The Project will not increase or generate any new risks to this EJ population.

*
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5.1.2 Public Involvement Activities

A public meeting was held by the Orient Heights Neighborhood Association January 13, 2025, where
Massport presented on the proposed Project. An additional meeting was held by the Belle Isle Regional
Collaboration Stakeholders on January 16, 2025, where Massport presented on the proposed Project. In
the EJ Screening form that was distributed to applicable community-based organizations (CBOs), and
Tribes, contact information was included for a Project representative that they may contact to request
additional information. In addition to CBOs and Tribes, the EJ Screening form was sent to additional
contacts provided by Massport.

5.1.3 Assessment Findings of Existing Unfair or Inequitable Environmental Burden

The factors reviewed in this Section, including the Vulnerable Health EJ Criteria, Potential Sources of
Pollution, EPA’s EJ Screening, and Pre-Filing feedback did not indicate that the proposed Project would
have a disproportionate adverse effect on the EJ Populations compared to the general population. The
proposed Project will improve public safety by adding protection to the adjacent infrastructure and local
environment.

The Project is located on a MassDEP disposal site (a Tier Classified 21E Site). The upland portion of the
site was closed with a Partial Class B-2 RAO with an AUL, while the mudflat portion remains open under a
Partial Class C-1 RAO. Facilities identified within a 1-mile radius of the Project site include: MassDEP Major
Air and Waste Facilities, MassDEP Tier Classified 21E Sites, Tier 2 Facilities, MassDEP Public Water
Suppliers, Wastewater Treatment Plants, Underground Storage Tanks, EPA Facilities, Road Infrastructure,
MBTA Bus and Rapid Transit, Other Transportation Infrastructure, Regional Transit Agencies, and Energy
Generation and Supply. The Project will have no adverse impacts on these locations. The Project will
provide protection and coastal resiliency, further stabilizing the upland portion of the site. The proposed
Project is intended to improve the coastal environment and its resiliency and does not pose a threat to
public health. The Project will not negatively affect EJ populations within the designated geographic area.

5.1.4 Analysis of Project Impacts to Determine Climate Change Effects

The proposed Project was designed using sustainable concepts to restore the site and improve its
resiliency; it will improve the site’s ability to withstand sea-level rise and other climate change related
events. It is concluded that the Project would have no detrimental effects on the EJ population or general
populations due to climate change impacts.

6. Summary

Massport is submitting this EENF for review under the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act. The
Project aims to restore the shoreline by removing the deteriorated timber pier, pilings, and bulkhead,
improving the environment, and providing mitigation for anticipated impacts associated with the Boston
Logan Airport Runway 27 End Runway Safety Area Improvements Project. The Project will also provide
long-term protection against severe storms, enhance environmental management, and ensure that a
condition of No Significant Risk in support of the Permanent Solution is maintained for the AUL area on the
upland portion of the Project site. Best management practices will be used to minimize impacts during
construction.
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Attachment B
USGS Quadrangle Map

Foth



LYNN QUADRANGLE
MASSACHUSETTS
7.5-MINUTE SERIES

U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
science fora changing world
70,8750

- U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR The National
ZUSGS 48T

| |
S if.iiii‘,ii,}‘,,i,,ﬂ,,,

|
rllmhq
PR 77 S P I
R “ | e
: = oLk
DX 77 Winthrop N ’/»A’ =
e — i ‘
—— it

‘\_,

C ff‘lmsmnfﬁffffff#fi,ww
\

\ ‘
43
70,87

ROAD CLASSIFICATION

o SCALE 1:24 000
‘ - B e —
@rtesterone | Jusrowe () state Rowte

sasz 1000
TS 1 o5 1)
e —
HuLs e
- 100 2000 3000 4000 500 6000 7000 800 9000 10000 Qi acaTon
FeeT
UTH GRID AND 2019 MAGNETIC NORTH
DECLNATION AT CENTER OF SHEET
CONTOUR INTERVAL 10 FEET
NORTH ANERICAN VERTICAL DATUM OF 1988
This map was produced to conform with the
National Geospatial Program US Topo Pradct Standard.
LYNN, MA
2021

ADIONING QUADRANGLES




Massachusetts Port Authority

** Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

Attachment C
Site Photographs

Foth



Massachusetts Port Authority

** Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

Attachment D
FEMA (FIRMette) Map

Foth



Massachusetts Port Authority

‘* Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

Attachment E
ACEC and NHESP Priority & Estimated Habitats Map

Foth



Massachusetts Port Authority

** Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

Attachment F

Alternatives Analysis Site Plans

Foth



Massachusetts Port Authority

** Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

Attachment G
RMAT Climate Resilience Design Standards Tool Project Report

Foth



Massachusetts Port Authority

‘* Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

Attachment H

Environmental Justice Supporting Documentation

Foth



Massachusetts Port Authority

‘* Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

Attachment |

List of Municipal and Federal Permits and Reviews

Foth



Massachusetts Port Authority

** Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

Attachment J

Circulation List

Foth



Massachusetts Port Authority

** Foth 1 Harborside Dr STE 216S Boston, MA 02128
EENF — Saratoga Street Shoreline Restoration

December2025

Attachment K

Preliminary Design and Restoration Plan
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